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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT OU pj/j? 3 1 sM Q- -^O 

FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF TEXAS " ^'~ 

SHERMAN DIVISION TEXAS -EASIER?,' 

ARISTA RECORDS, INC.. a Delaware § 

corporation; SONY MUSIC s 

ENTERTAINMENT INC., a Delaware § 

corporation; MAVERICK RECORDING § 

COMPANY, a California joint venture; § • . /\ i I \Ci^ 

FONOVISA, INC., a Califoniia corporation; § Case No- M-OMcv/M^ 

WARNER BROS. RECORDS INC., a § 

Delaware corporation; UMG RECORDINGS, § 

INC., a Delaware corporation; VIRGIN § 

RECORDS AMERICA, INC., a California § 

corporation; INTERSCOPE RECORDS, a § 

California general partnership; PRIORITY § 

RECORDS LLC, a California limited liability § 

company; LOUD RECORDS, LLC, a § 

Delaware corporation; MOTOWN RECORD § 

COMPANY, L.P., a California limited § 

partnership; CAPITOL RECORDS, INC., a § 

Delaware corporation; BMG MUSIC, a New § 

York general partnership; ATLANTIC § 

RECORDING CORPORATION, a Delaware § 

corporation; CAROLINE RECORDS, INC., a § 

New York corporation; ELEKTRA § 

ENTERTAINMENT GROUP INC., a § 

Delaware corporation; and LONDON-SIRE § 

RECORDS INC., a Delaware corporation, § 

§ 
Plaintiffe, § 

§ 
vs. § 

§ 
DOES 1-143, § 

§ 
Defendants. § 

ORDER GRANTING Pf.ATT^rr iFFS' EXPEDTTED EX PA RTF. MOTION FOR ORn FR 

PERMITTINGTHIRD.PARTY DISCOVERY PRIOR TO FED. R. CIV. P. 16(t\ 

CONFERENCE 
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Upon the Ex Parte Motion of Plaintiflfe for Order Permitting Third-Party 
Discovery Prior to Fed. R. Civ. P. 26(0 Conference and Memorandum of Law in Support, and 
the declaration of Jonathan Whitehead and the exhibit thereto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED that Plaintiffs may serve immediate discovery on Southwestern Bell 
Internet Services to obtain the identity of each Doc Defendant by serving a Rule 45 subpoena 
that seeks mformation sufficient to identify each Doe Defendant, including the name, address, 
telephone number, e-mail address, and Media Access Control addresses for each Defendant 
rr IS FURTHER ORDERED THAT any information disclosed to Plaintim in 
response to the Rule 45 subpoena may be used by Plamtiffe solely for the purpose of protecting 
PlaintiSs' rights under die Copyright Act. 



Dated: 3-3 g^^ 

United States District Judge" 
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

FOR THE MIDDLE DISTRICT OF TENNESSEE 

NASHVILLE DIVISION 



INTERSCOPE RECORDS; VIRGIN 
RECORDS OF AMERICA, INC; 
ATLANTIC RECORDING CORP; 
SONY MUSIC ENTERTAINMENT, 
INC.; ELEKTRA ENTERTAINMENT 
GROUP, INC; UMG RECORDINGS, 
INC.; ARISTA RECORDS. INC.; 
WARNER BROS. RECORDS INC • 
CAPITOL RECORD, INC.; 
MAVERICK RECORDING COMPANY; 
and BMG MUSIC 



DOES 1-7 



No 3-04-0240 



ORDER 

The plaintiffs* motion for expedited discovery (Docket Entry No. 3) is GRANTED. The 
stay of discovery, pursuant to Rule 26(d) of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, is hereby 
LIFTED. 

If the defendants cannot be served with summons and the complaint prior to May 10, 
2004, plaintiffs' counsel shall notify the office of the undersigned to reschedule the May 10, 
2004, initial case management conference. 

It is so ORDERED, 




'GRIFFIN 

States Magistrate Judge 

This document was enteied on 
the docket in ccnopliancowlth 
Rule 58 and/oi Rule 79 <aX 
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.FILED 

.fltCE.'VFD. 



CDGcO 



MAR3O20(U 



CLERK U S tJiSl 
DISTRICT OF 



BY, 



UNITED STATES DISTRICT COUICT 
DISTRICT OF ARIZONA 

Interscope Reawds, et al.. 

No. CV-04-13 1 TUC - JM 




I CPUTY 



Plaintiffs, 



ORDER 



Docs 1-4, 



Defendants. 



Pending before the Court is die Plaintiflfe' ex pane Motion for Leave to Take 
iiniDcdiatoDiscovery[DocketNo.2]. Upon oonsideratioooftlifi Motion and the supporting 
Memorandum of Law. and the declaratioa of Jonadian Whitehead and the exhibit attached 
ti»<5njto, it is hereby: 

ORDERED that Plaintiflfs' Motion for Leave to Take Immediate Disoovciy [Docket 
No. 2] is GRANTED; 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that Plaintiffi inay serve immediate discoveor on the 
Umvcrsity of Arizona to obtain the identity Of each Doe Defendant by serving a Rule 45 
subpoena that seeks infonnation sufficient to identify each Doe Defendant, including the 
name, address, telephone number, e-mail address, and Media Access Control addresses for 
each Defendant; 

FT IS FURTHERORDERED that any iafonnatioadiacloscdto Plaiotifis in response 
to the Rule 45 subpoena shall be used by Plaintiffs solely for the puipose of protecting 
Plaintiffs' rights under the Copyright Act as set forth in the CompJaint; 



:7"^^ 




k? 
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IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that, if and when the Universify of Arizona is served 
withasubpoena,withiiifive(5)buskessda3«lh«eofitahaUgivcwitaenno^ 
include use of e-mail, to the subscribers whose identities are to be disclosed in response to 
the subpoena. Iftbe University of Arizona and/or any Defendant wishes to move to quash 

the subpoena, they shall do sobefore the return date of ftc subpoena, which shall be twenfy- 
five (25) business days form flic <fate of service; 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED d«U. if and when the Unive«ity of Arizona is served 

with a subpoena, the University of Arizona shaU preserve the data and information sought 
in the subpoena pending resohition of any dmely filed motion to quash; 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that counsel for PUuntifisshallpnmdeacopyofthis | 
Order to die University of Arizona when the subpoena 18 served. 
Dated this _2=^day of March, 2004. 




— II - ^A^V^ 

JACQUeiJJB 
yNTTBD" 



bmaAsh^"* 



■^ 



States Magistrate Judge 
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF INDIANA 

INDIANAPOLIS DIVISION 



INTERSCOPE RECORDS, et aL. 
Plaintiffs. 

V. 

JOHN DOES 1 - 5. 

Defendants. 



ENTERED 

MAR 2 5 2004 

U.S. CLERK'S OFRGE 
INDIANAPOUS. INDIANA 



CAUSE NO. l:04-cv-0542 DFH-TAB 



ORDER AUTHORIZING IMMEDIATE DISCOVERY 

In this action for copyright infringement, plaintiffs Interecope Records and 
several recording companies have moved for court pennlssion to serve Rule 45 
subpoenas to discover the identity of five defendants. Plaintiffs have aUeged 
claims of direct copyright infringement by five defendants through use of "Peer to 
Peer" or "P2P- software over the internet. Tlie defendants are Identified by 
Internet Protocol {"IP") addresses and the dates and times of the aUeged 
frifilngements. To learn the identities of the defendants, plaintiffs need 
information from the Internet Service Provider nSP") for the defendants. The ISP 
In this case is hidlana Universlly. Plaintiffs assert that the ISP should be able to 
Identify tiie five defendants easUy using the available Infonnation. 
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Plaintiffs seek an order authorizing Immediate dlscoveiy because ISPs 
typlcaUy erase or overwrite data In a relatively short time period. In such 
circumstances, expedited dlscoveiy is needed to avoid the loss of information 
about the Identities of the alleged infringers. The court finds that plalntlfis have 
shown good cause for launching discovery at this time, and there is no identified 
defendant with whom plaintiffs could conduct a discovery conference. Because 
it appears that the informaUon plaintiffs seek may be subject to 47 U.S.C. § 
551(c)(2). the court wifi order the subpoenaed ISP to notify its subscribers of the 
fact that the subpoena has been received so that the subscribers may have an 
opportunity to assert any rights they might have related to the discovery. 

Accordingly, it is hereby ORDERED that plaintiffs may immediately serve 
discovery requests on Indiana University to obtain the identities of the John Doe 
defendants by serving a Rule 45 subpoena for information Identifying each 
defendant. Including name, address, telephone number, e-mail address, and 
Media Access Control addresses for each defendant. Within seven calendar days 
after receiving the subpoena. Indiana University shall notify the persons in 
question of the receipt of the subpoena pursuant to 47 U.S.C. § 551(c)(2). and 
Indiana University shall not respond to the subpoena untU at least fourteen 
calendar days after It has notified the persons in question, todlana University 
shall immediately take steps to presence aU subpoenaed information. 

-2- 
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Plaintiffs may use any Informaaondlsclosed to themln response to the Rule 
45 subpoena solely for the purpose of asserting and pn)tectlng plaintiffs' rights 
under the Copyright Act 

So ordered. 



Date: March 25. 2004 



Copies to: 

James Dlmos 

Joel E. Ttagesser 

Locke Reynolds LLP 

201 North minols Street 

Suite 1000 

P.O. Box 44961 

IndlanapoUs. Indiana 46244-0961 

1dlmos@l ocke.cfnn 
itra^essfir@lorlcft.r'nm 



DAVID F. HAMILTON. JUDGE 
United States District Court 
Southern District of Indiana 



-3- 
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267 293 7509 P.a4^ 



IN THE UNITED STATUS DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF yEMMSrLVAHIA 



3MG MOSIC, ec al. 
PlainTiiffs 



DOES 1-203. 

Defendants. 



CIVIL ACTION 
MO, 04-650 . 



ORDER 

AND NOW, this ^ day of March, 2004, upon considerarxon 
o: Plaintiff's Motion for Leave Co Take Expedited Discovery < Doc. 
3), it i5 hereby ORDERED that said Motion is GRANTED with respect 
to the Defendant identified as "Doe #1." As this Court has 
severed all other Defendants, discovery issues in the other cases 
will be at the discretion of other randomly assigned judges of 
this court. Plaintiffs therefore have leave to serve i.n»ediate 
discovery on Comcast to obtain the identity only oz the Doe 
Defendant known as "Doe #1" in Exhibit A of Plaintiffs' 
Complaint. The Court notes that Comcast is now, if it is not 
already, on notice that it possesses documents necessary to 
litigation (the subscriber data that relates individual users to 
their internet protocol address), and it should act to preserve 
all relevant information with an eye towards Plaintiffs' 
discovery needs. This Order does not prejudice Comcast's ability 
to see)c a protective order, or to take other actions as are 
appropriate. 

AND IT IS SO ORDERED. 



Clarence C. Wevrcomtr, S.J, 



nPR-05-20a4 15:02 2,, 2,3 ,0T^ p.^ 

^"^ P.04 



